COI Category

Total

Divided

Reason for Division

Supervisorial District

Population 2 3 4
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
78 Cooridor 759,090 True Exceeds ideal population; includes multiple COls. Percent popullatlon- W!th'r.‘ dI_St”Ct 0.0% 1.4% 11.8% 0.0% 86.8%
Total population within district 0 10,697 89,636 0 658,757
Includes multiple COls; does not perfectly align with administrative i ithin distri .0y .29 .99 .99 .0y
AAP| communities 642,334 True . p p y alig Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 5.2% 74.9% 19.9% 0.0%
boundaries. Total population within district 0 33,638 480,823 127,873 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
BIPOC Immigrant & Refugee Communities 104,690 True Geographic division only. Percent popullatlon_ W!th",\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 104,690 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
BIPOC Immigrant and Refugee 88,019 True Includes multiple COls. Percent popullatlon_ W!th",\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 20.3% 0.0% 9.7% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 79,468 0 8,551 0
Includes multiple COls; does not perfectly align with administrative i ithin distri .09 .0y .0y .09 .0y
BIPOC, Immigrant & Refugee 175,798 True . p p y alig Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 18.0% 0.0% 0.0% 82.0% 0.0%
boundaries. Total population within district 31,673 0 0 144,125 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Carlsbad and North County neighbors 886,847 True Includes multiple COls. Percent popullatlon_ W!th",\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 1.8% 22.0% 0.0% 76.3%
Total population within district 0 15,621 194,816 0 676,410
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
City Heights 63,424 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 63,424 0
. Does not perfectly align with administrative boundaries (named area is not |Percent population within district 0.0% 0.4% 99.2% 0.0% 0.4%
Elfin Forest, Harmony Grove, Eden Valley - . . . .
. . 4,181 True split according to boundary data provided by SanGIS and Elfin Forest / . e
the united rural communities. . Total population within district 0 16 4,149 0 16
Harmony Grove Town Council).
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Fallbrook 49,823 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 49,823
. Does not perfectly align with adminsitrative boundaries (named area is not |Percent population within district 0.0% 10.1% 0.0% 89.9% 0.0%
Grossmont-Mt. Helix 26,213 True . . . n .
split according to boundary data provided by SanGlS). Total population within district 0 2,657 0 23,556 0
C it resources as in La Mesa, Lemon Grove, or 235,175 True Includes multiple COls. . o
.ommunl.y . ) . ! v ! . uftip Total population within district 11,388 10,070 0 213,717 0
Builder spatial- [in the city.
submitted COls i ithi it o, o, 0 0, o,
| live in the Oak Park neighborhood Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
bordering City Heights to the West,
Rolando/Talmadge to the North, Eastern 31,805 False . o
. . Total population within district 0 0 0 31,805 0
border is College Ave, southern border is I-
94.
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Inland North County 324,539 True Includes multiple COls; does not align with administrative boundaries. Percent popullatlon_ W!th",\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 3.9% 1.0% 0.0% 5.1%
Total population within district 0 12,738 3,117 0 308,684
Lakeside and unincorporated areas within i ithin distri 9 9 9 9 9
I_ . u I_ P Wit 611,640 True Includes multiple COls; does not align with administrative boundaries. Percent popullatlon- W!th'r.‘ dI_St”Ct >-2% 62.8% 0.0% 31.7% 0.3%
the existing District 2 Total population within district 31,821 384,243 0 194,037 1,539
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Lincoln Acres 3318 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 3,318 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, [s) 0, 0, 0,
Magic Back Country 105,261 True Includes multiple COls; does not align with administrative boundaries. Percent popullatlon- W!th'r.‘ dI_St”Ct 0.0% 68.5% 0.0% 0.0% 31.5%
Total population within district 42 72,109 0 0 33,110
North Coastal: includes the cities of Percent population within district 0.0% 0.8% 96.5% 0.0% 2.7%
Carlsbad, Encinitas, Solano Beach, and Del
Mar along with the unincorporated 218,464 True Includes multiple COls.
g _ P P Total population within district 0 1,811 | 210,800 0 5,853
communities of Fairbank Ranch and
Rancho Santa Fe.
North County (1 of 2) 806,434 True Exceeds ideal population; includes multiple COls Percent popullatlon- W!th'r.‘ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 1.7% 13.3% 0.0% 85.0%
Total population within district 0 14,057 106,982 0 685,395
1 1 1 1 1 0, () () 0, 0,
North County (2 of 2) 634,296 - Includes multiple COls Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) dI'StrICt 0.0% 0.4% 3.4% 0.0% 96.3%
Total population within district 0 2,412 21,265 0 610,619
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
North County San Diego Asian Diaspora 559,320 True Includes multiple COls. Percent popu.latlon' W!th'r_‘ dI,St”Ct 0.0% L1.9% 2.7% 0.0% 35.5%
Total population within district 0 10,407 14,992 0 533,921
Rainbow 1815 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
’ Total population within district 0 0 0 0 1,815
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Total Supervisorial District

COI Category . Divided Reason for Division
Population 2 3 4
1 H 1 1 1 0, [v) 0, 0, 0,
Ramona (1 of 2) 31,760 True Does not perfectly align with adminsitrative boundaries. Percent popullatlon_ W!th",\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 99.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
Total population within district 0 31,742 0 0 18
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Ramona (2 of 2) 36,406 True Does not perfectly align with adminsitrative boundaries. Percent popullatlon_ W!th",\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 99.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6%
Community Total population within district 0 36,189 0 0 217
1 H 1 1 1 v) 0, 0, 0, 0,
Builder spatial- |South Bay 246,559 True Geographic division only. Percent popullatlon_ W!th",\ dI_Stmt 99.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0%
bmitted COI Total population within district 246,431 0 0 128 0
submitte s . Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Twin Oaks Valley 16,767 False - T ——
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 16,767
Includes multiple COls; does not perfectly align with administrative i ithin distri .0y .0y .0y .0y .0y
University City/La Jolla 255 282 T . p p y alig Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
boundaries. Total population within district 0 0 255,226 56 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
University Heights 12,276 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 12,276 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Valley Center 21,191 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 21,191
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Carlsbad 114,952 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 114,952 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Chula Vista 276,061 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 276,061 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Coronado 20,227 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 20,227 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Del Mar 3,966 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 3,966 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
El Cajon 106,585 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 106,585 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Encinitas 62,110 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 62,110 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Escondido 151,605 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 151,605
Municipalities ; thin dictri o o o o o
Imperial Beach 26,230 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 26,230 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
La Mesa 61,248 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 61,248 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Lemon Grove 27,759 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 27,759 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
National City 56,409 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 56,409 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Oceanside 174,578 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 174,578
Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Poway 48,923 False . T
Total population within district 0 48,923 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Split based on its total population being greater than the ideal population of Percent population within district 16.1% 15.8% 31.2% 37.0% 0.0%
a supervisorial district. With a total population of 1,389,851 (2020 Census),
San Diego 1,389,851 True the City of San Diego could be split between as few as three supervisorial . o
L > . . Total population within district 223,109 219,339 433,187 514,216 0
districts; however, it is split between four supervisorial districts due to the
geospatial shape and expansiveness of the incorporated area.
Municipalities [san Marcos 95,035 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 95,035
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Santee 60,173 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 60,173 0 0 0
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Total Supervisorial District

COI Category . Divided Reason for Division
Population 3
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Solana Beach 12,954 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 12,954 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Vista 98,710 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 98,710
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Alpine Cdp 14,726 False Percent popullatlon- w!thlr.m dI.StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 14,726 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Bonita Cdp 12,944 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 12,944 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Bonsall Cdp 4,552 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 4,552
. Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
B S Cd 3,076 Fal
Ofrego >prings ~-ap alse Total population within district 0 0 0 0 3076
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Bostonia Cdp 16,942 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 16,942 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Boulevard Cdp 359 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 359 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Camp Pendleton Mainside Cdp 9,697 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 9,697
Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Camp Pendleton South Cd 12,482 False - ———
Census P P Total population within district 0 0 0 0 12,482
Designated ; b dictr o o o o o
Campo Cdp 2970 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Places Total population within district 0 2,970 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Casa De Oro-mount Helix Cdp 19,589 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 19589 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Crest Cdp 2,840 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 2,840 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Del Dios Cdp 399 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 399 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Descanso Cdp 1,502 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 1,502 0 0 0
Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Elfin Forest Cdp 600 False . T
Total population within district 0 0 600 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, ) 0, 0, 0,
Eucalyptus Hills Cdp 5,526 False Percent popullatlon- w!thlr.m dI.StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 5,526 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Fairbanks Ranch Cdp 3,010 False Percent popullatlon- w!thlr.m dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 3,010 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Fallbrook Cdp 32374 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 32,374
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Granite Hills Cdp 3276 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 3,276 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Harbison Canyon Cdp 4,061 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 4,061 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Harmony Grove Cdp 2084 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 2,084 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Hidden Meadows Cdp 4,493 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 4,493
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Jacumba Cdp 542 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 542 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Jamul Cdp 6,196 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 6,196 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Julian Cdp 1775 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 1,775 0 0 0
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Total Supervisorial District

COI Category . Divided Reason for Division
Population p 3 4
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
La Presa Cdp 35,169 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 35,169 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Lake San Marcos Cdp 5,337 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 5,337
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Lakeside Cdp 21234 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Census Total population within district 0 21,234 0 0 0
. Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Mount Laguna Cd 74 False
De;:gnated & P Total population within district 0 74 0 0 0
aces Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Pala Cdp 1,500 False - —_——
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 1,500
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Pine Valley Cdp 1,649 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 1,649 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Potrero Cdp 649 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 649 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Rainbow Cdp 1811 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 1,811
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Ramona Cdp 21,549 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 21,549 0 0 0
Geographic division only; inevitably split based on the geospatial overlap of i ithin distri .0y .0y .0y .0y .0y
Rancho San Diego Cdp 21,895 True grap . \% y sp . geosp p Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
the Sycuan Reservation and Rancho San Diego CDP. Total population within district 0 0 0 21,895 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Rancho Santa Fe Cdp 3162 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 3,162 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
San Diego Country Estates Cdp 10,416 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 10,416 0 0 0
. Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Spring Valley Cd 31,085 False
pring y-ap Total population within district 0 0 0 31085 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Valley Center Cdp 10,112 False Percent popullatlon- w!thlr.m dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 10,112
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Winter Gardens Cdp 22436 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 22,436 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Barona Reservation 759 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 759 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Campo Reservation 331 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 381 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Capitan Grande Reservation 0 False Zero population within geographic area. Percent popullatlon_ W!th".\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 0
. . Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Cuyapaipe Reservation 5 False : e
Total population within district 0 5 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Inaja And Cosmit Reservation 0 False Zero population within geographic area. Percent popullatlon_ W!th".\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Jamul Indian Village 0 False Zero population within geographic area. Percent popullatlon_ W!th".\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
La Jolla Reservation 155 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 155
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
La Posta Reservation 62 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 62 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Los Coyotes Reservation 15 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 15
Indian i ithin distri 9 9 9 9 9
' Manzanita Reservation 102 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Reservations Total population within district 0 102 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Mesa Grande Reservation 37 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 87
Daln Decorimtinn 1 Eng Calen Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
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Population p 3
i T = i Total population within district 0 0 0 0 1,507
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Pauma And Yuima Reservation 179 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 179
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Pechanga Reservation 0 False Zero population within geographic area. Percent popullatlon_ W!th".\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Rincon Reservation 1,097 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 1,097
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
San Pasqual Reservation 1,275 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 1,275
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Santa Ysabel Reservation 264 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 264
. Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Sycuan Reservation 219 False - —
Total population within district 0 219 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Viejas Reservation 542 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 542 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Air National Guard 0 False Zero population within geographic area. Percent popullatlon_ W!th'r.‘ dI_St”Ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
" Cholla Heights Family Housing 1,375 False Percent popullatlon- w!thlr.m dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Military Total population within district 0 0 0 1,375 0
Installations i ithin distri o o o o o
Fallbrook Naval Weapons Statio 265 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 265
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Field Industrial Supply Center 9 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 9 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Fleet Anti-submarine Warefare 260 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 260 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Fleet Anti-submarine Warfare 7 False Percent popullatlon- w!thlr.m dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 7 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Fort Rosecrans - National Ceme 0 False Zero population within geographic area. Percent popullatlon_ W!th".\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Lincoln Military Housing 0 False Zero population within geographic area. Percent popullatlon_ W!th".\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Marine Corps Recruit Depot Sd 2188 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thlli\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 2,188 0 0
Geographic division only; split due to large area and overlap with
Community Plan Areas that are in different supervisorial districts. Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Mcas Miramar 8,173 True Maintaining the Mcas Miramar Military Installation within a single district
would split the Kearny Mesa, Tierrasanta, and University Community Plan Total population within district 0 8,173 0 0 0
Areas.
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Mcb Camp Joseph H Pendleton 37,933 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 37,933
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Mg Ralph H.Van Deman Army Res. 0 False Zero population within geographic area. Percent popullatlon_ W!th".\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Military Total population within district 0 0 0 0 0
Installations  |Naval Amphibious Base Coronado 331 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 831 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Naval Base Coronado 4,039 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 4,039 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Naval Base San Diego 7 402 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 7,402 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Naval Medical Center San Diego 404 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 404 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Naval Outlying Field I.B. )8 False Percent popullatlon_ w!thlr.\ dI.StI'ICt 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 28 0 0 0 0
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Population 3 4
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Naval Radio Station |.B. 39 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 39 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Naval Submarine Base San Diego 639 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 689 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
The Village At Ntc 1,402 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 1,402 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Us Military Reservation 0 False Zero population within geographic area. Percent popullatlon_ W!th",\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Usn La Posta Microwave Sta. 0 False Zero population within geographic area. Percent popullatlon_ W!th",\ dI_Stmt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Balboa Park 617 False Percent popullatlon- W!thli‘) dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Community Plan Total populatllon. W|th!nh(.:lls;r?|ct. 0 _ O0 O0 6107 O0
Areas (City of |Barrio Logan 4,222 False Percent popu.atlon_ w!t |r.1 |.str|ct 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
San Diego) Total population within district 4,222 0 0 0 0
e . Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Black Mountain Ranch 16,005 False - ———
Total population within district 0 0 16,005 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Carmel Mountain Ranch 11,207 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 11,207 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Carmel Valley 35 486 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thli‘) dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 35,486 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Clairemont Mesa 79,805 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 79,805 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
College Area 25320 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 25,320 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Del Mar Mesa 2043 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 2,043 0 0
Split to allow for contiguity of supervisorial district 3, based on ferr i ithin distri 79 .0y .39 .0y .0y
Downtown 44,169 True p guity : p y Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 74.7% 0.0% 25.3% 0.0% 0.0%
between Coronado and San Diego. Total population within district 32,981 0 11,188 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
East Elliott 98 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) dI'StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 98 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Encanto Neighborhoods 48,605 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) dI'StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 48,605 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Fairbanks Ranch Country Club 468 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thll'.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 468 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Greater Golden Hill 14,307 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) dI'StrICt 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 14,307 0 0 0 0
Split based on IRC 12/3/2021 motion instructing Convoy area—bounded by |Percent population within district 0.0% 85.6% 0.0% 14.4% 0.0%
Kearny Mesa 9,550 True SR-52 on the north, I-805 on the east and SR-163 on the west—to be . o
. o L Total population within district 0 8,179 0 1,371 0
. included within supervisorial district 4.
Communlfy Plan La Joll 59 928 al Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Areas (City of |-2-°!4 ' alse Total population within district 0 0 29,928 0 0
San Diego) ; R it o o o o o
Linda Vista 35 610 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 35,610 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Los Penasquitos Canyon 1133 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 1,133 0 0
S . . Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Mid-city:City Height 68,983 Fal
cmCity Lty Heignts alse Total population within district 0 0 0 68,983 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Mid-city:Eastern Area 40,630 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 40,630 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Mid-city:Kensington-talmadge 14,133 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll’? dI.StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 14,133 0
M it M mrrr ] L relbe 1E 221 Calen Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
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° Total population within district 0 0 0 15,361 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Midway-pacific Highway 7.471 False Percent popu!atlon_ w!thlr.\ dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 7,471 0 0
Inevitably split due to the geospatial multi-part nature of the Community Percent population within district 25.4% 74.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. . Plan Area. The majority of the Military Facilities Community Plan Area is
Military Facilities 10,963 True . . . L . . e e
located in Miramar, while a small portion is located south of the Barrio Total population within district 2,790 8,173 0 0 0
Logan Community Plan Area.
Mira Mesa 27 935 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
’ Total population within district 0 0 77,935 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Miramar Ranch North 11,949 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 11,949 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Mission Bay Park 2428 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 2,428 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Mission Beach 3,280 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 3,280 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Mission Valley 23,738 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 23,738 0
Navaio 53 451 False Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
) ’ Total population within district 0 53,451 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Ncfua Subarea li 699 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 699 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
North Park 46,790 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 46,790 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Ocean Beach 12,922 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 12,922 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Old Town San Diego 982 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 982 0
Otav Mesa 19.494 False Percent population within district 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
y ’ Total population within district 19,494 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Otay Mesa-nestor 61628 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? d|§tr|ct 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 61,628 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
RS - . cific Beach 39,918 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
A Citv of Total population within district 0 0 39,918 0 0
BB O o Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
San Diego) Pacific Highlands Ranch 14,379 False - ————
Total population within district 0 0 14,379 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Peninsula 41,374 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 41,374 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Rancho Bernardo 42,902 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 42,902 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Rancho Encantada 3,404 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 3,404 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Rancho Penasquitos 42,808 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 42,808 0 0
Geographic split only; inevitably split due to the geospatial multi-part nature ) o
. - . Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
of the Community Plan Area. The majority of the Reserve Community Plan
Reserve 136 True . . . .
Area is located west of downtown San Diego, with a portion located east of ] o
Scripps Miramar Ranch Community Plan Area. Total population within district 0 0 136 0 0
. Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Sabre S 10,786 Fal
abre springs alse Total population within district 0 10,786 0 0 0
Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
San P | 212 Fal
an rasqua alse Total population within district 0 212 0 0 0
Com Veirdon "0 AAN Colem Percent population within district 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Total population within district 28,444 0 0 0 0
. . Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Scripps Miramar Ranch 20,933 False
PP Total population within district 0 20,933 0 0 0
Split based on IRC 12/3/2021 motion instructing Birdland area—bounded by Percent population within district 0.0% 76.4% 0.0% 23.6% 0.0%
Serra Mesa 22,817 True SR-163 to the east, 1-805 to the west, and north of the Mission Valley Total Iati i distrd . AR . - s .
Community Plan Area—to be included within supervisorial district 4. otal population within district ! !
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Skyline-paradise Hills 67,611 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 67,611 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Southeastern San Diego 54,280 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 54,280 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Tierrasanta 30,610 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 30,610 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Community Plan [Tijuana River Valley 733 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Areas (City of Total population within district 733 0 0 0 0
) . Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
San Diego) Torrey Highlands 8,678 False - ————
Total population within district 0 0 8,678 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Torrey Hills 6,241 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 6,241 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Torrey Pines 6,819 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 6,819 0 0
. . Geographic division only; split due to zero population boundary adjustment |Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
University 69,125 True - R
recommended by ROV. Total population within district 0 0 69,125 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Uptown 39278 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 39,278 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Via De La Valle 459 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 459 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Alpine 17,800 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 17,800 0 0 0
Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Barona 714 False - —
Total population within district 0 714 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Bonsall 11,441 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 11,441
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Borrego Springs 3,108 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
. Total population within district 0 0 0 0 3,108
Community Plan Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Areas - Boulevard 1,876 False - ————
Total population within district 0 1,876 0 0 0
Representative i ithin distri o o 0 o o
P ‘ Central Mountain 1124 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Planning and Total population within district 0 1,124 0 0 0
Sponsor Groups Inevitably split due to geospatial multi-part nature of the Community Plan  |Percent population within district 99.5% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
-Ci County Islands 2,479 True Area (i.e., the single geospatial polygon includes multiple discontiguous . o
(Non-City of San y ( gieg . P PO'Ye P & Total population within district 2,467 12 0 0 0
Diego) areas throughout San Diego County).
Crest - Dehesa 10,879 True InevitabIY split based on the geospatial o.verlap of the Crest - Dehesa Percent popu.lation' Withir.] di§trict 0.0% 95.1% 0.0% 4.9% 0.0%
Community Plan Area and Rancho San Diego CDP. Total population within district 0 10,351 0 528 0
Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Cuyamaca 425 False - —
Total population within district 0 425 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Descanso 1,727 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 1,727 0 0 0
Desert 916 True Inevitably split based on the geospatial overlap of the Desert and Mountain [Percent population within district 0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 99.3%
Empire Community Plan Areas. Total population within district 0 6 0 0 910
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Fallbrook 47,068 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 47,068
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Population 2 3 4
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Hidden Meadows 8,743 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 8,743
Jacumba 632 False Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 682 0 0 0
Inevitably split based on the geospatial nature of the boundary between the
Jamul and Otay Community Plan Areas. Two census blocks, with a total Percent population within district 0.1% 99.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Jamul 9,797 True population of six, cannot be included with the majority of the Jamul
Community Plan Area in supervisorial district 2, because the two blocks ; o
would cause discontiguity of supervisorial district 1. Total population within district 6 S0t 0 0 0
Julian 3030 True Geographic split only; inevitably split based on the geospatial nature of Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
’ boundary between Julian and North Mountain Community Plan Areas. Total population within district 0 3,030 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Lake Morena / Campo 3,729 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thll'.] d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 3,729 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Lakeside 78,012 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) dI'StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 78,012 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Mountain Empire 173 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) dI'StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Community Plan Total population within district 0 173 0 0 0
- Inevitably split due to geospatial multi-part nature of the Community Plan Percent population within district 0.0% 28.7% 0.0% 0.0% 71.3%
Areas
jve |North County Metro 33,210 True Area (i.e., the single geospatial polygon includes multiple discontiguous . e e
Representative y ( gleg . P PO'Ye P & Total population within district 0 9,526 0 0 23,684
Planning and areas throughout San Diego County).
Sponsor Groups |north Mountain 2527 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
(Non-City of San ' Total population within district 0 0 0 0 2,527
Diego) Ota 3712 False Percent population within district 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
y ’ Total population within district 3,712 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Pala - Pauma 5 868 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 5,868
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Palomar Mountain 357 False Percent popullatlon- W!thli‘) dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 352
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
pendleton - De Luz 39,170 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 39,170
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Pine Valley 2 442 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 2,442 0 0 0
Potrero 1251 False Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
’ Total population within district 0 1,251 0 0 0
Rainbow 1921 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
’ Total population within district 0 0 0 0 1,921
Split in order to keep Mesa Grande Indian Reservation, which is in the Percent population within district 0.0% 99.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6%
Ramona 36,456 True northeast corner of the Ramona Community Plan Area, wholly within . Lo
. . y . y . Total population within district 0 36,243 0 0 213
supervisorial district 5 with other North County Indian Reservations.
Split between supervisorial districts 2 and 3 due to its large area and total  [Percent population within district 0.0% 55.4% 44.5% 0.0% 0.1%
. population. The Census Designated Places within the San Dieguito
San Dieguito 36,803 True . L L L . L e
Community Plan Area are wholly maintained within either supervisorial Total population within district 0 20,384 16,382 0 37
district 2 or 3.
. . . . Percent population within district 52.9% 0.0% 0.0% 47.1% 0.0%
. Split due to the Community Plan Area being comprised of the La Presa and
Spring Valley 65,420 True . . e L. . . .
Spring Valley CDPs, which within District 1 and District 4, respectively. Total population within district 34,627 0 0 30,793 0
Percent population within district 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%




Total .. .. Supervisorial District
COl Category . Divided Reason for Division P
Population 2 3 4
Sweetwater 13,998 False
Community Plan Total population within district 13,998 0 0 0 0
Areas -
Representative |Tecate 134 False Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Planning and Total population within district 0 134 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Sponsor Groups |Twin Oaks 3,009 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
. Total population within district 0 0 0 0 3,009
(Non-City of San - ———
Diego) Percent population within district 0.0% 4.3% 0.0% 95.7% 0.0%
Inevitably split based on the geospatial nature of boundary between Valle
Valle De Oro 43,118 True . . o
de Oro Community Plan Area and Jamul CDP. Total population within district 0 1,833 0 41,285 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Valley Center 22253 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 22,253
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Alpine Union 18,923 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? dI'StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 18,923 0 0 0
Overlapping geography with unincorporated East County (e.g., Rancho San [P t lati ithin district 0.0% 80.5% 0.0% 19.5% 0.0%
Gen Elem Cajon Valley Union 172,099 True . PP g,g g pny P y(eg ercen popu.a |on- W! |r.1 |-s e - ~ - ~ -
Diego, Granite Hills CDPs). Total population within district 0 138,530 0 33,569 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Cardiff 11,946 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 11,946 0 0
Geospatial inevitability; overlapping geography with La Presa CDP and Jamul i ithin distri 9 9 9 9 9
Gen Elem Chula Vista 316,681 True p I. Inevitability; overlapping geograpny wi ul |Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Community Plan Area. Total population within district 316,676 5 0 0 0
Inevitably split based on the geospatial overlap of Gen Elem Dehesa and i ithin distri 9 9 9 9 9
Gen Elem Dehesa 2,415 True vitably sp l' geospatial overlap Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 80.3% 0.0% 19.7% 0.0%
Rancho San Diego CDP. Total population within district 0 1,940 0 475 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Del Mar Union 49,927 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 49,927 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Encinitas Union 74,086 True Geospatial inevitability; overlapping geography with City of San Marcos. Percent popu.latlon' W!th'r,‘ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Elementary Total population within district 0 0 74,059 0 27
. - — > > o > S
School Districts Gen Elem Escondido Union 171,843 o Overlapping geography with Harmony Grove. Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 5.7% 1.6% 0.0% 92.7%
Total population within district 0 9,820 2,791 0 159,232
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Fallbrook Union 67,527 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 67,527
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Jamul-dulzura Union 8,929 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? dI'StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 8,929 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Julian Union 4,074 True Overlapping geography with North County Indian Reservations. Percent popu.latlon' W!th'r,‘ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 77.7% 0.0% 0.0% 22.3%
Total population within district 0 3,164 0 0 910
Overlapping geography with La Presa, Spring Valley, and Casa de Oro-Mount i ithin distri 9 9 9 9 9
Gen Elem La Mesa-spring Valley 138,813 True V. pping geography wi , 2pring Y, unt [Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 23.7% 6.7% 0.0% 69.6% 0.0%
Helix CDPs. Total population within district 32,968 9,277 0 96,568 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Lakeside Union 43,594 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 43,594 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Lemon Grove 37,405 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? dI'StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 37,405 0
Geospatial inevitability; overlapping geography with Encanto Communit i ithin distri .89 .09 .09 .29 .09
Gen Elem National 56,540 True patial inevitability; overlapping geography wi unity Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ dI'StrICt 99.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0%
Plan Area. Total population within district 56,402 0 0 138 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Rancho Santa Fe 6,200 True Geospatial inevitability; overlapping geography with City of San Marcos. Percent popu.latlon' W!th'r,‘ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 99.2% 0.0% 0.8%
Total population within district 0 0 6,150 0 50
1 1 1 1 1 0, [s) 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem San Pasqual Union 3,382 True Geospatial inevitability; overlapping geography with City of Escondido. Percent popu.latlon' W!th'r,‘ d|§tr|ct 0.0% 39.9% 0.0% 0.0% 60.1%
Total population within district 0 1,348 0 0 2,034
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem San Ysidro 39234 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr.\ d|§tr|ct 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 39,234 0 0 0 0
Elementar i ithin distri 9 9 9 9 9
! 'v Gen Elem Santee 64,126 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? dI'StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
School Districts Total population within district 0 64,126 0 0 0
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Population p 3
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Solana Beach 41,440 False Percent popu!atlon_ w!thlr.\ dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 41,440 0 0
. . . . Percent population within district 99.9% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Gen Elem South Bay U 76,657 T Overl hy with City of C do.
en Fiem South Bay Jnion rue VErapping eography with Hity ot -oronado Total population within district 76,618 0 39 0 0
. . . . Percent population within district 0.0% 84.0% 0.0% 0.0% 16.0%
Gen Elem S Vall 481 T Overl hy with North Mountain C ty Plan Area.
en tlem >pencer valley rue veriapping geographiy with forth viountain tommunity Fian Area Total population within district 0 404 0 0 77
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Gen Elem Vallecitos 2271 False Percent popu!atlon_ w!thlr.\ dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 2,271
Percent population within district 0.0% 6.4% 1.6% 0.0% 92.0%
High Escondido Union 175,225 True Overlapping geography with Harmony Grove and southeast of Escondido. . o
Total population within district 0 11,168 2,791 0 161,266
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
High Fallbrook Union 69,798 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thll’? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 69,798
. . . . Percent population within district 6.8% 58.7% 0.0% 34.5% 0.0%
: Overlapping geograph th City of Santee and unincorporated East Count
High School High Grossmont Union 486,304 True v PPINg £€08 'p ywi . Y unt P unty . L
Districts (e.g., Rancho San Diego, Alpine, and Jamul CDPs). Total population within district 32,968 285,319 0 168,017 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
High Julian Union 4,555 True Overlapping geography with North County Indian Reservations. Percent popu.latlon' W!th'r_‘ dI,St”Ct 0.0% /8.3% 0.0% 0.0% 2L.7%
Total population within district 0 3,568 0 0 987
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
High San Dieguito Union 183,599 True Geospatial inevitability; overlapping geography with City of San Marcos. Percent popu.latlon' W!th'r_‘ dI,St”Ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 183,522 0 77
Geospatial inevitability; overlapping geography with La Presa CDP and Jamul i ithin distri 9 9 9 9 9
High Sweetwater Union 489,112 True p I. Inevitability; overlapping geograpny wi ul |Percent popu.latlon' W!thll’? d|§tr|ct 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Community Plan Area. Total population within district 488,930 5 39 138 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Unified Bonsall 19,632 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 19,632
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Unified Borrego Springs 3,396 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thll’? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 3,396
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, ()
Unified Carlsbad 78,453 True Geospatial inevitability; overlapping geography with City of Oceanside. Percent popu.latlon' W!th'r_‘ dI,St”Ct 0.0% 0.0% 9>.8% 0.0% 4.2%
Total population within district 0 0 75,140 0 3,313
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Unified School |Unified Coronado 20,188 False Percent popu.latlon' w!thlr? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Districts Total population within district 0 0 20,188 0 0
Geospatial inevitability; overlapping geography with Desert Community Plan i ithin distri 9 9 9 9 9
Unified Mt Empire 11,907 True patial inevitability; overlapping geography wi unity Percent popu.latlon' W!thll’? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 99.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.8%
Area. Total population within district 0 11,817 0 0 90
Unified Oceanside 136,662 True G'eographic split; geospatial inevitability due to overlapping geography with |Percent popu!ation' withir.\ di'strict 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
City of Carlsbad. Total population within district 0 0 0 0 136,662
1 H 1 1 1 0, [v) 0, 0, 0,
- Overlapping geography with Black Mountain Ranch, Rancho Pefasquitos, Percent population within district 0.0% 66.9% 33.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Unified Poway 204,828 True - . . e
and Torrey Highlands Community Plans Areas. Total population within district 0 136,978 67,850 0 0
Percent population within district 0.0% 99.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.9%
Unified Ramona 36,985 True Overlapping geography with Mesa Grande Indian Reservation. . o
Total population within district 0 36,667 0 0 318
. . Split due to its large geographic area, population density, and overlap with  |Percent population within district 10.7% 14.1% 27.8% 47.4% 0.0%
Unified San Diego 1,070,851 True R e - .
COls t that are in within differing supervisorial districts. Total population within district 114,469 150,691 298,017 507,674 0
. e . . . Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 12.6% 0.0% 87.4%
ifi Unified San Marcos 127,136 True Geospatial inevitability; overlapping geography with City of Carlsbad.
LI P Y PPINg BEOBrapny Y Total population within district 0 0 16,006 0 111,130
Districts Split to comply with the equal population criterion (i.e., reduce total Percent population within district 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 99.7%
Unified Valley Center-Pauma 27,480 True lati f isorial district 5 and bolster total lati f
ifi y u u popu a. |on_ o s.upferwsorla istrict 5 and bolster total population o Total population within district 0 72 0 0 27,408
supervisorial district 2).
Geographic split only; geospatial inevitability; overlapping geography with i ithin distri 9 9 9 9 9
Unified Vista 153,885 True ‘ graphic spli Y, geospatial inevitability; overlapping geograpnhy wi Percent popu.latlon' W!thll’? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
City of Carlsbad. Total population within district 0 0 0 0 153,885
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Unified Warner 2029 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thll’? d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 2,029
Aline Ciro Drrbartiom Mickrint 1t ona Calem Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Total population within district 0 15,809 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Bonita-sunnyside Fire Protection District 13,523 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 13,523 0 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Borrego Springs Fire Protection District 3121 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 3,121
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Deer Springs Fire Protection District 14,003 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 14,003
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Lakeside Fire Protection District 63,212 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 63,212 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Lower Sweetwater Fire Protection District 2215 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 2,215 0 0 0 0
North County Fire Protection District Of Sd 54 136 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
County ’ Total population within district 0 0 0 0 54,136
Fire Districts ; ithin dictri o o o o o
North County Fpd - Rainbow Subzone 2 841 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 2,841
Percent population within district 0.0% 56.0% 43.9% 0.0% 0.1%
Rancho Santa Fe Fire Protection Dist. Of Sd 36 046 True Split due to its large area and total population, as well as inevitable split due pop - > . - -
County ’ to overlapping geography with City of Escondido. Total population within district 0 20,200 15,825 0 21
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, () 0, 0,
San Marcos Fire Protection District 105,621 True Overlapping geography with Harmony Grove. Percent popu.latlon' W!th'r_‘ dI,St”Ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 99.5%
Total population within district 0 0 557 0 105,064
Geospatial inevitability based on overlapping geography with Cities of i ithin distri 9 9 9 9 9
San Miguel Consol. Fire Protection District 129,794 True patial inevitability ' verlapping geography wi iti Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) dI'StrICt 27.0% 17.3% 0.0% 55.7% 0.0%
Lemon Grove, La Mesa, and El Cajon. Total population within district 35,091 22,433 0 72,270 0
Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Valley Center Fire Protection District 19,172 False . o
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 19,172
. . . L Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Vista Fire Protection District 18,918 False - —————
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 18,918
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
. . Fallbrook Public Utility District 34,895 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thll'.] d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Public Utility Total population within district 0 0 0 0 34,895
D. t . t H H H H H 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
istricts Fallbrook Pud - Sanitary District S 25 429 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) dI'StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 25,429
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Buena Sanitation Maint Dist. L& 25 100 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thll'.] d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 25,100
o . Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Lemon Grove Sanitation District 26,646 False
L&I ’ Total population within district 0 0 0 26,646 0
Sanitation
Districts . . o Geospatial inevitability; split due to geospatial multi-part nature of the Percent population within district 31.0% 38.3% 0.0% 30.7% 0.0%
San Diego County Sanitation District - T . . . .
142,798 True Sanitation District (i.e., the single geospatial polygon includes multiple . o
L&l ) ) X Total population within district 44,320 54,633 0 43,845 0
discontiguous areas throughout San Diego County).
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Solana Beach Sanitation L& 12,082 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 12,082 0 0
Borrego (Calif) Water - Improvement Dist 132 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
No. 3 Total population within district 0 0 0 0 132
Borrego (Calif) Water - Improvement Dist 1930 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
No. 4 ' Total population within district 0 0 0 0 1,930
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Borrego (Calif) Water Dist. Land 2993 False Percent popullatlon- W!thli‘) dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 2,993
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Canebrake County Water District 32 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 82
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Carlsbad Municipal Water District 88,133 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 88,133 0 0
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Carlsbad Municipal Water District '75 594 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Detachment Total population within district 0 0 0 0 524
1 1 1 1 1 0, ) 0, 0, 0,
Cuyamaca (Calif) Water Land 64 False Percent popu!atlon- W!thli‘) dI-StI’ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 64 0 0 0
Helix Water District - Special Area 655 False Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Land Total population within district 0 655 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, [s) 0, 0, 0,
. . Overlapping geography with unincorporated East County (e.g., Rancho San Percent population within district 3.6% 50.1% 0.0% 46.4% 0.0%
L Helix Water District Land 279,157 True . . . . . e . e
Water Districts Diego, Spring Valley, Granite Hills CDPs), which is in supervisorial district 2.  [Total population within district 9,962 139,753 0 129,442 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Lakeside Water District Land 34,236 False Percent popu!atlon- W!thli‘) dI-StI’ICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 34,236 0 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Leucadia Wastewater District 59,709 False Percent popu!atlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 59,709 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Mootamai Municipal Water District 166 False Percent popu!atlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 166
1 1 1 1 1 0, [s) 0, 0, 0,
Olivenhain Muni Water Imp Dist A 4,171 True Split due to the division of the San Dieguito Community Plan Area. Percent popu!atlon- W!th'r.‘ d'fc’tmt 0.0% 41.9% >8.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 1,746 2,425 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Olivenhain Municipal Water District 75,127 True Split due to the division of the San Dieguito Community Plan Area. Percent popu!atlon_ W!th”,‘ dI_Stmt 0.0% 26.6% 73.0% 0.0% 0.4%
Total population within district 0 19,997 54,860 0 270
Overlanpi hv with uni ted East County ( Rancho S Percent population within district 82.4% 3.3% 0.0% 14.3% 0.0%
verlapping geogra with unincorporated East County (e.g., Rancho San
Otay Water District 228,831 True Veriapping geosrapiy porated £a; vieg., manc o
Diego, Spring Valley, and Jamul CDPs), which is in supervisorial district 2. Total population within district 188,455 7,574 0 32,802 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Otay Water Imp Dist A 9,609 False Percent popu!atlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 9,609 0
Otay Water Imp Dist No 27-debt Service 111.205 False Percent population within district 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
(Water) ’ Total population within district 111,205 0 0 0 0
Padre Dam Muni Water Imp Dist #1 28 255 False Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
(Eastern Portion) ’ Total population within district 0 28,255 0 0 0
Padre Dam Muni Water Imp Dist B 11,020 False Percent popu!atlon- w!thlr) d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 11,020 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Padre Dam Muni Water Imp Dist D 1,027 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 1,027 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Padre Dam Muni Water Imp Dist No 2 1,605 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 1,605 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Padre Dam Muni Water Imp Dist U-1 40 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) d|§tr|ct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 40 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Padre Dam Municipal Water District 105,137 False Percent popu!atlon_ w!thlr) dl_strlct 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 105,137 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Pauma Municipal Water District 381 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 381
Poway Muni Water Imp Dist U-3 59 False Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
(Dissolved) Total population within district 0 59 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Questhaven Municipal Water District 30 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 30 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Rainbow Muni Water Imp Dist A 594 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 594
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Rainbow Muni Water Imp Dist B 1,763 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 1,763
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Rainbow Muni Water Imp Dist C 1,705 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Water Districts Total population within district 0 0 0 0 1,705
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Rainbow Municipal Water District 21,185 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) d|§tr|ct 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 21,185
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COI Category

Total

Divided

Reason for Division

Supervisorial District

Population 2 3 4
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Ramona Municipal Water District 32,343 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 32,343 0 0 0
Rincon Del Diablo Muni Id.E (Formerly 14 615 True Geospatial inevitability — overlapping geography with City of Escondido, Percent population within district 0.0% 64.1% 0.0% 0.0% 35.9%
F&G) ’ which is in supervisorial district 5. Total population within district 0 9,366 0 0 5,249
Geospatial inevitability — overlapping geography with City of Escondido i ithin distri 9 9 9 9 9
Rincon Del Diablo Muni Water Imp Dist A 3,452 True ' p. l. Inevi ' I I'V 'V ' pping geography wi ity ido, Percent popullatlon- W!thli‘) dI-StrICt 0.0% 52.3% 0.0% 0.0% 47.7%
which is in supervisorial district 5. Total population within district 0 1,807 0 0 1,645
Overlapping geography with Harmony Grove CDP, which is in supervisorial  |Percent population within district 0.0% 7.2% 1.8% 0.0% 91.0%
Rincon Del Diablo Municipal Water District 130,898 True district 3, and unincorporated areas southwest of City of Escondido, which . L
. . Total population within district 0 9,417 2,313 0 119,168
are in supervisorial district 2.
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
San Dieguito Water District Land 37,088 False Percent popullatlon- W!thli‘) dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 37,088 0 0
San Dieguito Water District-railroad 55 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Land Total population within district 0 0 55 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
San Luis Rey Municipal Water District 115 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 115
Santa Fe Irrigation - Annex No 2 150 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Land Total population within district 0 0 150 0 0
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Santa Fe Irrigation Land 19,338 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 0 19,338 0 0
South Bay Irrigation 75 Detachment 939 False Percent population within district 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Land Total population within district 0 239 0 0 0
Percent population within district 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
South Bay Irrigation Land 132,289 False . o
Total population within district 132,279 10 0 0 0
Vallecitos Water District 103,439 True 0.ver.lapping geography with City of Carlsbad, which is in supervisorial Percent popu!ation' withir.\ di'strict 0.0% 0.0% 5.6% 0.0% 94.4%
district 3. Total population within district 0 0 5,832 0 97,607
Vallecitos Water Imp Dist No 5 - Sewer 44,382 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Service ’ Total population within district 0 0 0 0 44,382
Vallecitos Water Imp Dist No 6 - Sewer 96.718 True Overlapping geography with City of Carlsbad, which is in supervisorial Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 3.1% 0.0% 96.9%
Service ’ district 3. Total population within district 0 0 3,039 0 93,679
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
- Vallecitos Water-sewer Service 4,894 False Percent popu.latlon' W!thli‘) dI'StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Water Districts Total population within district 0 0 0 0 4,894
Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Valley Center Municipal Water District 30,426 False . o
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 30,426
1 H 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Vista Irrigation Land 128,495 False Percent popullatlon_ W!thll'.] dI-StrICt 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 128,495
1 1 1 1 1 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Wynola (Calif) Water Dist. Land 145 False Percent popullatlon- W!thli‘) dI-StrICt 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total population within district 0 145 0 0 0
Yuima Muni Water-imp Dist A For Water 380 False Percent population within district 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Service Total population within district 0 0 0 0 380
P t lati ithin district 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.09 100.09
Yuima Municipal Water District 1,807 False creen popu.a |on- W! ”,1 I_S e % % % % %
Total population within district 0 0 0 0 1,807
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